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OPTOMETRY AND OPTOMETRISTS.
The Massachusetts Optical Society.

incorporated oct. 23, 1907.
Boston, Jan. 3, 1908.

Mr. Editor: In your issue of Dec. 26 appeared an
article entitled " The Optometrist. A Warning Word."

I feel confident that your readers desire to hear both
sides of this question, and in consequence venture to reply
to certain statements contained in the above-mentioned
article. I shall omit all personalities brought out in the
article and confine myself to the facts in issue.

First as regards the word " optometry."
On page 4134 of the Century Dictionary and Cyclo-

pedia is given the definition of the word " optometry."
It has been in the Century since 1901. In the twelve
states where laws are now in force they are called
" Optometry Laws " and the men are known as Optome-
trists. Is it a thing to be wondered at if those who practice
optometry choose to be known as Optometrists?

The American Association of Opticians has been men-
tioned. It was organized in New York City in October,
1898. The idea of an American association was first con-
sidered at a meeting of the New York Optical Society held
at Saratoga, N. Y. It has never been in any way con-
nected with any wholesale optical house in this or any
other city. Its membership on Dec. 1, 1907, was 3,188,
and we expect by our 1908 meeting to have at least 5,000.

It is very timely that the point has been brought up
in regard to the ease with which any person can claim to
be an Optometrist. This is one of the points we have
made repeatedly. It is our desire to make this word
signify a high standard in optometry, and I know of no

way to bring this about except by our present effort.
Exceptions are taken in this article to our plan to allow

all who have been engaged in optometrical work two years
prior to the proposed legislation to receive a certificate
without examination. This has always been the policy
of the Commonwealth in enacting legislation of this de-
scription, and in proof of this I would refer your readers to
the original medical, dental and pharmacist acts, wherein
an identical provision was inserted. Furthermore, pro-
vision is made that if any one proves to be incompetent
who has been registered with or without examination, such
person's certificate can be revoked.

In the Journal article the author states that " Section 5
reads well. Means little." We suggest to him and to
your readers that if it reads well it means exactly what it
says, because if enacted it would then be law, and statute
laws are interpreted strictly.

It is further stated in your Journal article that " The
reasons for the passage of their bill are adroitly worded
and put to catch the unwary. They can be easily an-
swered and such answer will be forthcoming at the proper
time." Why not answer these arguments now, and
inform the public at once why the bill should be defeated?
If these arguments can be so easily answered surely the
author of the Journal article has nothing to fear by
answering them now. "

I am pleased to enclose a copy of our ethics. We
surely cannot be held responsible for the statements and
acts of those who practice optometry contrary to these.
Why should we be held responsible any more than the
medical or dental society for the same class that exists in
their respective professions?

Mention is made of an address I delivered before the
New England Association of Opticians, " Promise is made
that the book will be given special attention later." I
will send to any one desiring, a copy of this book in order
that he may see exactly what I said and not what the
author of your article pretends I said. The entire manu-
script will gladly be shown to any interested person.

There is no desire or intent in this booklet to show that
a physician who studies optometry " is incompetent."
It is intended to show that this work belongs to us as
much as to the oculist and that an effort is being made to

steal our birthright. It is stated that there is "
no contro-

versy between oculists and opticians." If " dispensing
opticians "

was used instead of " opticians " this would
be true, but the writer of the Journal's article knows only
too well that there is a controversy between oculists an]!those opticians who do what opticians have done for years,
i. e., examine eyes for glasses. An abundance of proof
of this statement can be easily furnished.

We desire to call your attention further to the fact that
in the Journal's article the author deplores existing
conditions as a result of which any one can practice optom-
etry without hindrance. We agree with him that this is
undesirable and unwise.

We desire to limit the practice of optometry to capable
men. We do not desire to encroach upon the domain of
the medical practitioner. This bill will eliminate that
class of irresponsible men who are now assuming to prac-
tice medicine by attempting to treat diseased eyes.

The difference between the optometrists who are en-
deavoring to secure enactment of legislation and the author
of this article is, that he suggests no remedy for existing
conditions, which he states to be " bad," and by advising
the defeat of the bill proposed by the optometrists allows
conditions to remain as they are, while the optometrists arc
endeavoring to secure legislation that will in a large meas-
ure eliminate these admitted evils, and which will result
through the work of the proposed board of registration
in elevating the requirements imposed upon those who
desire to practice optometry. There is no limit to the
standard or qualifications that this board may impose;
and is it not reasonable to believe that when the practice
of correcting imperfections in eyesight is regulated by law
that the Commonwealth will adopt a policy that will
insist on a high order of ability on the part of those desirous
of entering this practice as their life work? Thus the
public will be benefited and protected and that protection
is what this bill endeavors to insure.

The Journal article closes thus: " In conclusion let me
say that the passage of this law means this, no more, no
less. The dignifying of their trade, the cheapening of our
profession and the letting down of the bars which guard
the practitioner and the public."

In reply I ask the author of this article, and every fair-
minded physician, whether he prefers to allow conditions to
exist as they are at the present time, where neither the
practitioner nor the public is guarded, or whether he
desires to secure such protection to the public as is guaran-
teed in this bill; and we call his particular attention and
we invite the particular attention of all your readers to the
fact that as above stated the proposed board of regis-
tration can from time to time increase the educational and
intellectual qualifications of those desiring to practice
optometry.

We intend to push our claim in every honorable way
and in no other as long as the present chairman occupies
that position, insinuations to the contrary notwithstanding.
We will fight in the open, and for what we believe is right,
and invite to our standards only those who honestly agree
with us.

The proposed legislation will in no way cheapen the
medical profession, but on the contrary will absolutely
prevent irresponsible and incompetent men, as is often the
case at present, from attempting to treat those whose eyes
are in such a condition that they need the services of the
medical practitioner.Very truly yours,

Briggs S. Palmer,
Chairman Legislative Committee.

FIFTH PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS.
75 West 55th Street,

New York, Dec. 81, 1907.
Mr. Editor: As you doubtless know the next Pan-Ameri-

can Medical Congress will be held in Guatemala, Central
America, the second week in August, 1908. The Inter-
national Executive Committee is in hopes that you will give
it the same efficient support that you heretofore have given
to the former meetings. We are sending a news item,
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